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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
OFFICE OF EDUCATION

BUREAU OF STUOENT FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE
WASHINGTON. 0.C, 20202

APR .30 1979

Dear Colleague:

Enclosed for your information is the Basic Educational Opportunity Grant
Program "End-of-Tear Report" for the 1977-78 award Period. For the first
time, the "End-of-Year Report" contains general information and statistical
tables based on merged applicant/recipient data. Also, the report includes
a brief description of program trends for the award periods 1973-74 through
1977-78, as well as summary tables for 1977-78 regarding various character-
istics of Basic Grant recipients.

It is intended that this report be used as a summary status guide or
desktop reference manual on the Basic Grant Program.

We hope that this inforMation will be useful to you. We appreciate your
continuing interest and support of the Basic Grant Program.

Sincerely,

Leo L. Kornfeld
Deputy Commissioner for
Student Financial Assistance
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Preface

For the past several Years, the Basic Grant Program Analysis Seciion

has routinely produced an End-of-Year Report intended for use as a status

guide or desktop reference manual on the Program. Because of technical

difficulties associated with merging millions of records on applicants

and the recipient or award data from postsecondary education institutions,

previous End-of-Year Reports have been divided into two sections: Appli-

cant Statistics and Recipient Statistics. Distributiona of student char-

acteristics were presented on "eligible applicants" and many resulting

inferences were drawn assuming that all eligible applicants continued

their postsecondary education plans, actually enrolled in a school and

received awards. It has always been recognized that this assumption could

not be supported in all instances. Within the past year, the technical

difficulties associated with merging the separate data files have been

largely overcome and, for the first time, the universe file consisting

of the merged applicant and recipient files has been utilized to produce

the 1977-78 End-of-Year Report.

Because the Basic Grant Analysis Section has decided to use the merged

applicant and recipient files to produce this End-of-Year Report, the

remainder of these prefatory remarks will be devoted to outlining other

decisions regarding the universe file which will circumscribe any infer-

ences that can be drawn about these data.
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1. Timeliness of Data

The data processing industry has developed an axiom known as the "Rule of 90"

regarding any large data processing system. Basically, data processing ex-

perts recognize that 90 percent of all records can be routintly processed,

but that 10 percent of the transactions will concern detected problems asso-

ciated with keypunch error, miscoding, etc. Furthermore, data processors

anticipate that 90 percent of their time and personnel resources will be

expended in resolving those 10 percent problem cases.

It appears that the Basic Grant Program is not exempt from the "Rule of 90."

Consequently, the vast majority of records are generally available for

analysis shortly after the close of the academic year in June, but error

resolution on the data file requiring human intervention proceeds at a

painstakingly slow pace as additional records are transferred from various

"suspense" files to the "clean" universe file.

The possibility of error is introduced by virtue of incorporating into

the universe of records those whinh contain unresolved data problems. On

the other hand, waiting until the resolution process was completed and all

records were on the clean file would mean that t%is report could not be

published in time for maximum utilization of its statistics.



Page 3

Generally, it was observed that users truncated or "rounded" nuMbers'to a

considerable degree for purposes of clarity and simplification. Under

these conditions, the attempt to achieve absolutely "final" or "complete"

tabulations became a spurious effort.

Also, during the review of interim tabulations from incomplete files, it

was noticed that while the raw numbers in the data cells changed somewhat,

the percentages tended to remain constant or were altered almost imper-

ceptibly. This signified that the records on the suspense files were

distributed normally throughout the population. Since users appeared more

interested in percentage distributions rather than raw numbers, the addi-

tional time'required to transfer several hundred, or even several thousand,

more records to the "clean" universe file was not warranted.

Finally the decision was made to "freeze" the file in December and report

all statistics as collected to that point. In uo doing, readers should

be aware that the statistics as reported herein will be subject to future

reconciliation and the total number of recipients should grow slightly;

but as stated above, no significant alterations in the data distributions

are anticipated because of this.
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2. Roster Reconciliation

Another point which should be stated is that award (recipient) data are

derived from the Student Eligibility Reports (SER) submitted by the in-

stitutions to the Office of Education with their Institutj.onal Progress

Reports. This factor is noteworthy because award data as reported herein

is synomous with "Expected Disbursements" as indicated on each individual

SER when completed by the Financial Aid Administrators at the time they

prepare the student financial aid packages.

It is known, however, that some students change their postsecondary edu-

cation plans subsequent to this point, e.g., they may change from full-

ttme to half-time status later in the school year, or drop-out of school

for the second term, etc.

When student rosters for schools are printed, adjustments are made by

the schools to these records, actual disbursements indicated, and the

rosters are returned to the U.S. Office of Education. Obviously, this

procedure introduces yet another, and somewhat considerable, time delay.

Although it is recognized that this reconciliation process is likely to

alter some distributions, it was concluded that users of these data

should be aware of this fact, but that timeliness of reporting these

data should supersede the reconciliation process.
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3. Geographic Location

Several of the tables included in this report distribute recipierits by

"state" location. For the purposes of this particular demographic para-

meter, two (2) choices were available: (1) the state of.legal residence

for applicants or (2) the location of the postsecondary institutions

which applicants attended. Obviously, needs arise for both types of

distributions; but in :ht.! past, the most predominant request was for

distributions of students and awards by "school location within states"

rather than by "state of legal residence." Accordingly, the decision

was made to distribute statistics within this report by state according

to the lo6ation of the school.

4. Classification of Postsecondary Institutions

Information as to type and control of institutions is data taken directly

from institutional Progress Reports. During previous academic years,

some institutions did not report level and type; thus, they could not

be classified or categorized as either public, proprietary or private,

non-profit. For this reason an "Other" category was established to

include those institutions that could not be classified.
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During December 1977, improved institutional level edits were implemented

into the SER processing systemand more complete entries of available

information on postsecondary institutions were added to the Universe file.

Therefore, although the category "Other" which was utilized in previous

academic years is present on the tables, there are no entries in the

category.

Finally, any comments or suggestions for future enhancement of this report

should be addressed to:

Dr. Joseph A. Vignone
Chief, Analysis Section
BGB/DPPD/BSFA
Room 4318, ROB-3
400 Maryland Avenue, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20202
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Table 1 Summary Statistics for Cross-Year Reference

Table 1 is a summary table which presents data from academic year 1973-74,

the first year of the Basic Grant Program, through academic year 1977-78.

As can be observed from the data, the Basic Grant Program has experienced

almost a 750% increase in the number of applications processed from the

first year of operation during the 1973-74 academic year to the 1977-78

academic year. It should also be noted that during these years, the stu-

dent population eligible for awards has been expanded from full-time

freshmen in 1973-74 to all classes of students in 1977-78.

One data element which needs further clarification is the category "number

of applications returned for insufficient data." This category includes

only those applications which were returned to students for further infor-

mation and which were never returned to Basic Grants for re-processing.

Of the 3,844,047 applications in 1977-78, there were 3,621,641 valid appli-

cations, with 2,390,320 qualified applicants and 1,231,321 non-qualified

applicants. Of the 2,390,320 qualified applicants, some 1,863,990 recipients

in 1977-78 actually enrolled in an approved postsecondary education institu-

tion, submitted Student Eligibility Reports, and actually received an award.

The number of recipients in 1977-78, however, needs further clarification.

The number of recipients which appears in the Summary Cross-Year Reference

Table represents the total number of program recipients. Technically, recip-

ients are classified as two distinct types: Regular Disbursement Students

(RDS) or Alternate Disbursement Students (ADS). An RDS recipient is one who

receives his/her grant directly from the institution he/she attends. However,
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au ADS recipient receives his/her grant directly from the Basic Grant Aliernate

Disbursement Unit, which is part of the Office of Education. The reason the

ADS recipients do not receive their grants directly from the institution is

that they are attending an eligible institution that does not participate in

the Basic Grant Program. Therefore, the figure that constitutes the total

number of recipients for the Basic Grant Program is the combined total of

RDS and ADS recipients.

For academic year 1977-78, the number of ADS recipients is 17,910, while

the RDS recipients figure is 1,846,080. Combining these two figures gives

a total number of recipients of 1,863,990. It is important to note that

Table 1 is the only table where the combined total of ADS and RDS recipients

is used. All of the remaining tables in the 1977-78 Basic Grant End-of-Year

Report will reflect only RDS recipients. Consequently, the total number

of recipients that will appear in all of the remaining tables will reflect

only the RDS figure of 1,846,080.

Table I also presents total expenditures, which includes funding for ADS re-

cipients as well as RDS recipients. Again it should be noted that Table 1 is

the only table in this year's report that includes both ADS and RDS statistics.

Consequently, the total expenditures figure of $1,587,863,624 will be altered

in the remaining tables to reflect only RDS funding of $1,574,999,886.

Other program variables that this Table presents are the average, minimum and

maximum BEOG grant. Of these three variables the minimum and maximum grant

have remained constant from 1975-76 to 1977-78, while the average grant has

increased from $763 in 1975-76 to $852 in 1977-78.

J 1



TABLE I

RAMC EOUCMONAL OPPORTUNIIY 6RANT PROGRAM

SUMMAR/ STATISTICS FOR CROSS-YEAR REFERENCE

ACAOEMIC TEAR 1911.18

ACADEHIC TEAR

19/3.1914 19141915 1915.1916 1916.1911 191 1'010

NUMBER OF APPLICATIONS PROCESSED
5121866 113041611 2039031 34901379 . 31844041

ROMER OF APPLICATIONS RETURNED FOR

INSUFFICIENT OM
30195 1901193 160,641 1011661 222,406

OBER OF VALID APPLICATIONS
482,331 1,114,084 2,110,696 314001110 3421,641

NUMBER ANO PERCENT OF OUALIFIED APPLICATIONS
268,444

1551111

681,648

1662%1

1,4551181

(66,8%)

212581043

186,211

2090020

166.00

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF NON.OVALIFIED APPLICATIONS 213,881

144,311

432,436

130,811

123,509

133,211

111504115

133,861

112311321

134.00

CLASSES OF ELIGIBLE APPLICANTS
FULLIIHE

FRESHMAN

FOLL4114E

FRESHMAN AND

SOPHONORES

FRESHMAN

SOPHOMORES

JUNIORS

ALL

UNDERGRADUATES

ALL

UNOEFIONADUATES

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS
185,249 5131403 11228034 1,945o454 110631900

TOTAL EXPENDITURES
1491813,951 13566361661 1936,5430134 11141310141381 11,5810863,624

AVERAGE 6E06 GRANT
1269 1622 1163 1150 1852

MINIMUM 8E06 GRANT
1 SO $ SO $200 1200 1200.

MAXIMUM 8E06 GRANT
1452 11,050 111400 $1.400 11.400

12 13
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Table 2 Summary Statistics by Type of Institution

Table 2 presents summary statistics by type of institution. The total number

of institutions participating in the Basic Grant Program during .academic year

1977-78 was 4,679, which were placed into 5 type categories: -Universities,

Other Four-Year Institutions, Two-Year Institutions, Institutions with Pro-

grams of One-Year but less than Two-Years, and Institutions with Programs of

Six Months but less than One-Year.

It should be noted that the primary distinction between universities and other

four-year institutions is that universities award advanced degrees, such as

graduate or law,degrees, whereas other four-year instittitions generally award

only a baccalaureate degree. There were 1,636 two-year institutions repre-

senting a larger.proportion than any other type of institution. Total recip-

ients attending all types of institutions was 1,846,080. Of this total figure,

over 75% of those recipients attended either, a university or two-year institu-

tion, with the greatest number of recipients, 793,628, attending universities.

Funding of recipients for all types of institutions was $1,574,999,886. The

largest disbursement of Basic Grant funds to any type of institution was

$714,848,410 to universities. This figure represents approxtmately 45% of

the total expenditures.

Another program variable directly related to those previously mentioned

is average grant. Overall, the average grant was $853, with the highest

average grant being $954 for four-year institutions and the Lovest average

grant being $747 for two-year institutions.



TABLE 2
MASTER SUMMARY STATISTILS OY TYPE OF INSTITUTION

ACADEMIC YEAR 1917-40

TYPE
OF

INSTITUTION

NUMBER
I OF
INSTITUTIONS

TOTAL
ESTIMATED

EXPENDITURES

'NUMBER
LEIF

RECIPIENTS
AVERAGE
GRANT

UNIVERSITIES 569 1114.040.410 793.610 4901

OTHER 4 TEAR 1.096 $303.096.534 317090 $954

2 YEAR 1.636 $466.205.070 623.154 £147

I YEAR OUT
LESS THAN
2 YEARS 264 829.126.307 36.122 $009

6 MONTHS OUT
LESS THAN
I YEAR 1.114 861.622.605 74.106 1824

OTHER 0 $0 0 $0

[

TOTAL 4.679 11.574499.006

_

1.046.080 1953

a
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Table 3A Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Student
Eligibility Index Range and Family Income

Table 3A is a distribution of the total number of Basic Grant recipients

by Student Eligibility Index and Family Income. The income class inter-

vals are in $3,000 ranges, with the student eligibility indices in 200

point ranges, except for the first category which indicates the number

of recipients who received a zero eligibility index.

Basic Grants were awarded to 1,846,080 recipients. It should be noted

that 1,110,346 recipients, constituting 60% of the total number of Basic

Grant recipients for academic year 1977-70, reported family incomes of

$6,000 or less. Of this 60%, 658,370 recipients, constituting 35.6%

of the total, reported family incomes of $3,000 or less.

It is interesting to note that of the total Basic Grant recipients,

925,017, or slightly more than 50 percent, had student eligibility in-

dices of zero. Moreover, of those recipients with zero student eligi-

bility indices, 171,342 or 18.4% had family incomes of $9,001 or more.

1 6
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TABLE 34
DISIRIBUIlai OF IASIC CRANI

RECIPIENTS BY STUDENT EL161814111
INDEX RANGE ANO FAMILY MORE

ACADEMIC TEAR 1911.16

FAMILY INCOME

SNORT ELIGIBILITY

INOU RANCE

$ 0 ..

3400
$3001 .

6,000

$6001 .

9/000

$9001 -

121000

$12001

15000C $0,001 f TOTAL....----......-----
-----.........---.............--

RIMIER OF RECIPIENTS
3541460 240,214 156,601 94,201 491351 21o190 1251011

PERCEKT Of RECIPIENIS I 3%311 I 25.911 I ILISI I 10.111 I WM 1 1.011 1100311
I . 200

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS
60,184 561338 441614 311205 111690 101293 2401921

PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS
i 331511 I 23.311 I 18.511 i 124911 I 1011 i 1.211 1100.011

201 . 400

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS
53411 311616 29.394 201911 11099 6,012 1601406

PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS
I 33.411 1 234411 I 10.31I I 114011 I 14411 I 1.211 1100.011 .....-------.....---........----.......----

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS
49.106 31,63k 21000 20.041 121014 61821

1501601
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS I 32.911 I 22.911 I 16411 I 11.211 I 1411 1 4.511 1100411

601 .. BOO

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS
46,211 321161 25,862 14,609 11,465 1,054 111,410

PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS
I 32.111 I 22.111 I 16.211 I 134%1 I 8411 I 4.9%1 1100031

001 1000

NIPOIER Cf RECIPIENTS
40.463 2e,122 22.112 16,156 10/360 61104 1254111

PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS
I 32.311 I 22o411 I 10.11) I 13.3%1 I 8,281 I, 5.311 1100.011

1001 1200

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS
321618 22060 181161 131563 01415 51990 102,161

PEACENt CI RECIPIENTS
I 11.911 I 22011 I 18011 1 13.211 I 6.12) I 5.611 . 1100.011

TOTAL

.

.

% .

MAIER OF RECIPIENTS
6581110 4511916 321030 2151306 1211314 111524 1,446,080

PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS
I 35.611 I 24,411 I 17.111 I 11,61) I boSSI I 3,811 11e0011

17 18
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Table 3B Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Studeni
.

.Eligibility Index Range and Famdly Income

Table 3B is a distribution of total dependent recipients by Student

Eligibility Index and Family Income. The number of dependent Basic

Grant recipients was 1,135,947. Of this total, 621,737 dependent re-

cipients, which constituted 54.7% of the total number of dependent

recipients, reported family incomes of $6,000 or less.

As Table 38 indicates, 768,485 or 67.7% of dependent recipients had

student eligibility indices of 400 or less, with 465,821 or 41% of the

total dependent recipients having received student eligibility indices

of zero. Of the 768,485 dependent recipients with student eligibility

indices of 400 or less, 436,968 or 56.92 had family incomes of $6,000

or less. In addition, 73,242 or 6.4% of the dependent recipients had

student eligibility indices ranging from 1,001 to 1,200.



TABLE 3
01S1RI6U11011 OF BASIC

GRANT RECIPIENTS BY SIUDENT ELIGIBILITY Mb RANGE ONO FAMILY RCM
ACADEMIC YEM 191718(EPENDENT RECIPIEN15

1.135, 941
FAMILY INCOME

SILIOENT EL 16 IBIL ITY

INDEX RANGE

$ 0

3,000
$3001

6000
$6001

9,000

0

HUMBER OF RECIPIENTS

PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS
163146 8

I 35.011
1 111190

1 23021
831031

I 17.011

A 20 0

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 59,136 421108 35,966PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS ' 1 31.411 I 22.5,21 1 10.911.,111......*.
201 A 400

NUMBER Of RECIPIENTS
341 184 241882 21,2136PERCENt OF RECIPIEN1S 304 22.011 1 18411

401 . 600

NUMBER Of RECIPIENTS
311319 22,158 19 018PERCENT OF RECIPIEN1S I 29.6%1 ( 21.5%1 I 11.611

601 000

MAR OF RECIPIENTS 04914 201693 16516PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 29.31) I 21.0%1 I MAI"....or.a.or..........r.
101 1000

NUMBER OF RECIPIESTS
26; 1111 1131826 161149PERCENT Cf RECIPIENTS I 29.0 11 I 20.9%1 I 10.6%1,+,*4

1001 . 1200

NUMBER Of RECIPIENTS
20.945 151133 13,15 8PERCENT Of RECIPIENTS I 211.511 1 20.611 I 18.1%141*. wvaw.PN.Ww.1

101AL

NUMBER OF REC IP I EN1 S 3641 841 2 561190 2091350PERCENT Of RECIPIENTS ( 32.111 ( 22.61) I 10.411

19001

41000
112001

51000 115001 t 10TAL

511004

I 12.211
321435 18,081

I 6.911 i 34811
4651121

(100,82)

261198

I 14441

16016
14411

151 502 9096
I 1111 I 011

190,006

11004011

91861 5020
I 1.111 I 54011

112,658
11004081

15084
I 15.111

10045
I 9411 I 5.311

105,112
1100.011.

1411129

I 15.011
9453 5,909

I 9.1%1 I 6.0%1

914414

1100411

1 31593

I 15.1%1
11 116 5,809

I 9.111 .1 6.411

I 11024

I 15,011
1,202 51180

I 9.111 I 1.011

19014
1100.01)0.1.

13,242

118(4011

1551950

I 13.111
931421 551489

I 1.21) ( 44811
1;135,941
1100.011

2u

21
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Table 3C Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Student
Eligibility Index Range and Family Income

Table 3C is a distribution of total independent recipients by Student

Eligibility Index and Family Income.

The total number of independent Basic Grant recipients was 710,133. Of

this total, 488,609 or 68.7Z of the independent recipients reported family

incomes of $6,000 or less. In comparing dependenc recipients to indepen

dent recipients, 54.77. of dependent vecipients reported family incomes of

$6,000 or less, whereas 68.7% of independent recipients reported family

incomes within this range.

Moreover, 459,196 or 64.7% of independent recipients had student eligi

bility indices ofzero. Of those independent recipients with zero student

eligibility indices, 319,816 or 69.5% had family incomes of $6,000 or

less. Only 29,119 or 4.1% of the independent recipients had student

eligibility indices in the 1,001 to 1,200 range.

22



TABLE 3 C
OISIRIAUTION OF 64510 RANT RECIPIENTS

BY STUDENI ELIGIBILITY DOER RANGE AND FAMILY INCOME
ACADEMIC VEAR 1911111

INDEPENDENT RECIPIENTS

110,133
FANILY INCOME

.0.........1..........................0~.
STIM1ENT ELIGIBILITY

INOEX RAGE

1 0 0
3000

13001

61000
46001

90000
19001 .h

121000

112001

151000 115,001 0 TOTAL

0

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 1911392 121,424 15,564 37,191 14916 9003 4591116PERCENT Of RECIPIENTS 1 41411 I 27.911 I 16.411 1 44 III ( 3.6111 ( 2.111 1100.011

1 200

INNER Of RECIPIENTS 20011 13,530 4,641 4,401 WO 11191 50,914PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 1 41411 1 26.521 1 16411 1 5,611 1 4.211 1 2.311 1100.011

201 400
.

MAIER Of RECIPIENTS
19,430 12,134 NM 41143 2,131 1,152 4111411PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 1 40,611 1 26.611 1 16.911 I 6,111 I 4411 1 2.411 1100.011

401 600

ow of RECIPIENTS
161311 11013 1,602 4,051 11969 11133 4511335PERCENT if RECIPIENTS 1 40.111 1 26,311 1 16.111 1 9011 1 4,411 1 2.511 1100.011

601 400

NORA OF RECIPIENTS 11,351

.4

11,494 1,266 3,140 11912 11145 42,94PERCENT OF RECIPIOITS 40.311 1 26.111 1 16,911 I 0.111 I 4411 I 2.611 11004011

101 1000

MIER OF RECIPIENTS 14,212 9,296 5063 31163 11544 695 35,143PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 1 40.611 1 26.411 I 14411 I 9,411 I' 4.311 'L 2511 1100.C1I
1001 - 1200

111145ER OF RECIPIENTS 111733 1,135 5,009 21559 6213 810 291119PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 1 40,211 I 26,511 I 174211 1 4.111 I 4.32) 1 011 , 1100.011
TOM

NOMA OF RECIPIENTS 2931523 195006 1116180 59,356 21,953 16,035 '1101133PERCENI OF RECIPIENTS 1 41.311 I 21.411 1 16.611 I 01311 I 34911 1 2.211 1100.0X1

23
i 24
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Table 4A Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Family
Income and Grant Level

Table 4A is a distribution of total Basic Grant recipients by Family

Income and Grant Level. The grant levels show ranges of awards up to

and including the maximum award of $1,400.

Of particular interest in Table 4A i9 the total number of recipients

who received the maximum Basic Grant award of $1,400. During the 1977-78

academic year, 142,596 or 7.7% of the total recipient population received

the maximum award. Of those recipients who recetved the maximum award,

50,834 reported family incomes ranging from $0 to $3,000. Another 35,180

reported family incomes ranging from $3,001 to $6,000. These two income

ranges accounted for approximately 60% of those recipients r .iving the

maximum award of $1,400.

Table 4A also indicates that 753,206 or 40.77. received awards of $799 or

less. Basic Grant awards ranging from $800 to $1,399 were also awarded

to 950,278 or 51.4% of the recipient population.

There were 658,370 recipients who had family incomes ranging from 0 to

$3,000. Of those recipients in that income range, 355,920 or 54% received

grants ranging from $400 to $999.

25



GRANO TOTAL

108461080

TABLE 4 A
DISTRIBUTION OF BASIC GRANT RECIPIENTS BY FARM MOE AND GRANT LEVEL

ACADEMIC YEAR 1911-18

GRANT LEVEL

FAMILY INCCIIE RANGE $ 0

399

$ 400

199

$ BOO

999
111000

1,199
111200

10399 11 1400 TOIAL
-

0 31000

ININBER OF RECIPIENTS 161562 1901583 165,331 1111289 511165 00,834 6584310PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS I HMI 1 28.911 1 25.111 1 11.811 ( MA ( LW 11006011

31001 60000

HINER OF RECIPIENTS 52.341 1301882 1114998 821323 391246 350180 4511916PERCENT Of RECIPIENTS
1 11.511 I 28.911 I 247/11 I 18,211 I 6.681 1 MO 1100.011

64001 90000

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 311,543 941491 80,288 604593 :14986 25,623 3210530PERCENT CE RECIPIENTS I 11.111 I 28811 I 2445/1 I 18.411 1 86511 1 7.511 1100.011
9001 - 12,000

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 25,506 621302 51,865 401603 101316 161514 1150306PERCENT AF RECI PI ENTS ( 11.8s) 1 28.911 1 24.011 1 10.811 1 1.511 I 1.61I 1100.011

121001 - 151000

NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 140680 364025 290050 220315 101268 91036 1210314PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 1 12.01) 1 294611 I 23.911 I 16311 I 8.411
- 1 LW 1100.011

15.001 t

NEWER Of RECIPIENTS 94512 211621 16,103 121908 5,885 50349 111524PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS
I 13.311 I 30411 1 22.611 1 18.011 I 8.211 I MU 1100.011

i

--------....*rnt
101AL

.

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS
2111 210 535,996 454,121 3361031 09426 1420596 1046.080PERCEN1 OF RECIPIENTS 1 11.11i I 29.011 I 24.bNI I 18.211 I 1611 1 MO 1100.011

26
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Table 48 Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Family
Income and Grant Level

Table 48 is a distribution of total dependent recipients by Family Income

and Grant Le'Vel. The same grant levels and income ranges as listed in

Table 4A are replicated in Table 4B.

Table 48 indicates that 621,737 dependent recipients reported family

incomes of $6,000 or less. This constituted 54.7% of the total depen-

.dent recipients. Of those reporting family incomes of $6,000 or less,

445,128 or :?,2% of the total dependent recipients received grants

ranging from $400 to $1,199.

As shown by Table 4B, 605,324 dependent recipients received grants

ranging from $400 to $999. This accounted for 53.2% of all dependent

recipients.



EEPENOEN1 RECIPIENTS

14351941

TABLE 4

DISTRIBUTION OF BASK GRIST RECIPIENTS 14 FAMILY INURE ANO GRANT LEVEL

ACAQEMIC YEAR 197118

GRANT LEVEL

FAMILY INCOME RANGE $ 0

399
$ 400

199
$ 000

999
$1000

11199
111200 .-

1/399 11/400 TO141
,

0 31000
I

NURSER OF RECIPIENTS 361143 100,405 96,802 651511 391339 271901 MI 141PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS I 10411 I 21.511 I 26.031 I 17.911 I 10.181 1 7.60 I100.011 ,

3001 61000

NISH OF RECIPIENTS 261114 10,913 65,886 411405 26$629 191183 2561190PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS I 10/111 I 27,621 I 25.611 I Mill ( 10.32) 1 1.111 1100411

61001 . MOO

OBER OF RECIPIENTS 221546 58,664 521281 39082 201350 16 e120 2091350PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS I 10.1%8 I 28,011 I 24.911 I 16131 I 9.12I I 1.111 1100,011

91001 121000 ,

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 111544 441545 351183 291562 14021 111497 1551950PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS I 11.211 I 261511 1 24.01 I 15.921 I MU I MO 1100421

121001 - 151000

WEER OF RECIPIENTS 101959 211563 22,630 17,200 81413 61596 931421PERCENT IF RECIPIENTS I 11.711 I 291521 I 244211 I 11.4111 I WI ( 1.011 600421

15.001 4

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 11435 161150 12,557 9,555 41869 31923 35,419PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS I 11311 I 301121 I 124631 I 11.931 I MN 1, 1011 IIC0.011

TOTAL
.

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 1211341 3181898 286,426 2091051 114.251 551920 1,135041PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS I 10.611 I 281011 ( 25.211 I 15.481 I 10011 1 1.5$1 1100,011

3U
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Table 4C Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Family ;

Income and Grant Level

Table 4C is a distribution of total independent recipients by Family

Income and Grant Level. Independent recipients constituted 710,133 or

38.5% of the total Basic Grant recipient population.

As Table 4C indicates, 385,393 or 54.1% of the independent recipients

received grants ranging from $400 to $999 which compares to 53.6% of

the total recipient population in these same grant levels.

Table 4C also indicates that 488,609 independent recipients reported

family incomes of $6,000 or less. Of those independent recipients who

reported family incomes of $6,000 or less, 353,284 or 49.7% of all in-

dependent recipients received Basic Grant awards ranging from $400 to

$1,199. In addition, 56,676 or 7.9% of independent recipients received

the maximum award of $1,400.

31



INDEPENDENT RECIPIENTS

1101133

FANILT INCOME RANGE

TAKE 4
olsranonoN oF BASIC GRANT

RECIPIENTS DY FAPILY INCCHE IND GRAU LEVP.ACADEMIC TEAR 19118

6 100

GRANT LEVEL

1;199
11399 111400

TOTAL
0 31000

OBER OF RECIPIEN1S

PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS

3001 61000

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS

PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS

61001 - 9,000

WRIER OF RECIPIENTS

PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS

94001 12,000

TAMER OF RECIPIENTS

PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS

12,001 - 151000

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS

PERCENT CF RECIPIENTS

15,001 *

39,819

I 13.511
901118

1 30.1%)
10,455

( 24.0%1
51012

221933
193.123

1100.011

26,233
I 13411 I 30,111

46412

I 23.611 12,611 151291
1 6:411

195,086

1100.C11

151991

( 13.511 I 30,3%1
281000

I 23.611
21,211

110%1
( 8.011

11962

13.411 ( 301011
13,6112

I 23.0%1
111041

I 18.611
3055

1 6.311

5011
I LW 541356

1100.014

3,121

I 13.31)
I 30.2S1

61420

1 22.911
5,115 1095

I 6.411
2,440

21.953

(100.011

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS

PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS

TOTAL

2431
1 13.3%1

404
I 30.4%1

31626

1 22.611
2053 11016

I 6.3%)
11426

I 8.811
16,035

1100.0%1

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS

PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS

32

95,869

I 13.5%1
211,098

30.50
1681295

1 23.6%1
126450
I 11411

0,245
1 6.3%1

561616

I 1.911.

33

110,133

1100.0%1
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Table 4D Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Family
Income and Grant Level

Table 4D is a distribution of Social Security recipients by Family

Income and Grant Level, Table 4D shows that 215,123 Soci'al Security

recipients received Basic Grant assistance during the 1b77-78 academic

year. Social Security recipients constituted 11.7% of the total Basic

Grant recipient population.

A review of Table 4D shows that 120,619 or 56.1% of.the Social Security

recipients reported family incomes of $6,000 or less. From that figure,

70,546 or 32.8% of the Social Security recipient population, reported

family incomes of $3,000 or less.

Of particular interest are the grant levels for Social Security recipi-

ents. There were 78,258, or 36.3% of Social Security recipients who

received awards of $799 or Less. Another 120,434 or 55.9% of the Social

Security recipients, received Basic Grant awards ranging from $800 to

$1,399. Finally, 7.6% or 16,431 Social Security recipients received

the maximum award of $1,400.

3 4



TABLE 40IS1RI6UTION OF 11ASIC GRAM
RECIPIENIS 14 FAMILY MORE

ORAIII LEM.ACADEMIC YEAR 191104

SOCIAL
SECURITY

RECIPIENTS
213,113

4 404

GRANT LEVEL

600

1,199
14,349

111440

4 31040

NUMRER OF
11ECIPIENTS

PERINI OF
RECIPIENIS

61629
161105

I 26411 19,912
I 24,211 131020

61913

9411
5,301

I 1.511
101546

1100411

11000

NUMBER OF
RECIPIEN1S

PERCENT Of
RECIPIENTS

61401 9,000

46141

9,411
13416
Ms11

13403
9,413

4096
3.903

21.511

50,013
1100.01OBER OF

RECIPIENTS
PERCENT OF

RECIPIENTS
9,511 10,636

I 26.111 11,039

2141
19.511

3,465
3/146

9.511
1 100 411

4401 12000

NUMBER OF RECIP tens
PERCENT OF

RECIPIENIS
21110

11699
I 21.211 11416

1 26.211 51435

191211
2,119

I 9.611
2,129

24,161
1104.011

12,001 151000

NUMBER OF REt IPIENIS
PERCENT OF

RECIPIEN1S
11643

4,411
4.313

24311 3,154
I 19441 115S5

MO 1.239
161341

1100.0%1MEP Of
RECIPIENTS

PERCENT OF
RECIPIEN1S

MAL

2,649
ae, at 2,349

I 25, OM

91391
19,211 I 9.211 MgHUBER OF

RECIPIENTS
PERCENT OF

RECIPIEN1S

36

NOR
26.111

511432
I 21.311 401126

16.911
20416

16431
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Table 4E Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Family
Income and Grant Level

Table 4E is a distribution of all veterans who received Basic Grants by

Family Income and Grant Level. Veteran recipients comprised approxi-

mately 6% of the total Basic Grant recipient population for academic

year 1977-78.

Of particular interest in this Table is the number of veteran recipients

reporting low family incomes. Table 4E indicates that there were 71,426

veteran recipients, which constituted 65.1% of the veteran population,

reporting family incomes of $6,000 or less. In addition,.80,877 or 73.62

of the total.veteran recipient population received Basic Grant awards

ranging from $400 to $1,199, while 5,891 or 5.3% received the maximum

award of $1,400.



VETERAN RECIPIENTS

1091654

:ADLE 4
DISISIBUIl 00E1 .,$;111 RECIPIENTS BY FAIRY INURE ANO GRANT LEPEL

ACADEMIC YEAR 1971-18

GUM LEVEL

FAMILY (NM ROME 4 0 ..

399

4 Oil -
199

4 800

999

410000

1.199
$11200

1,399 11,400 TOTAL

0 1,000

OMR OF RECIPIENTS 60011 13,253 11449 1048 2,845 21215 420408PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS I 148111 1 31.111 I 26,211 I 16411 ( 6.613 I 5,311 1100.00
3,001 6000

OMER OF RECIPIENTS 31985 8,154 1,637 4,134 4035 10513 28, fiePERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 1 13411 I 30,1%1 I 26.5s1 I 0.411 I 7.041 I 5.4%1 11C0.00

8,001 - 9,000 .

MAIER OF RECIPIENTS 4130 6,042 5,052 3,223 1,325 1,022 19,394PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS I 14.011 I 31,111 I 26.00 I 16.611 I IA I 5.241 1100.011

Mk - 11000

RIMER OF RECIPIENTS 11412 3,290 2,691 1035 113 572 101633PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS I 13,111 I 30911 I 25.311 I 17.211 I 11211 1 5411 000.011

171001 151000

NUNI/Ell OF RECIPIENTS 668 10420 1 i339 908 316 212 51191PERCENT V RECIPIENTS I 12411 I 31.211 I 25,111 1 11.411 I 1.211 I 5.411 1100.(111

15.001 4

INNER OE RECIPIENTS 443 919 143 510 216 . 167 31003PERCENT Ef RECIPIENTS I 14.111 1 30611 1 24.111 I 11,111 1 11111 '1 5.511 1100.011

1TOW

MR OF RECIPIENTS 151316 331983 281831 181263 1470 51891 1091454PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS I 13.911 1 30411 I. 26.111 1 16.411 1 6411 1 5,311 1100411
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Table 4F Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Family ;

Income and Grant Level

Table 4F is a distribution of dependent veteran recipients by Family

Income and Grant Level. Dependent veteran recipients constituted 2.7%

of the total Basic Grant recipient population.

An analysis of this Table indicates that 28,071 or 57.4% dependent

veteran recipients reported family incomes of $6,000 or less. Of these

28,071 dependent veteran recipients, 16,497 reported incomes of $3,000

or less, and 9,198 or 55.67. received grants ranging from $400 to $999.

Only.1,034 or 6.2% received the maximum &rant.

Of all dependent veterans who reported family incomes of $6,000 or less,

10,784 or 22% received Basic Grant awards of $799 or less. Furthermore,

26,654 or 54.3% dependent veteran recipients received awards ranging

from $800 to $1,399, while 2,996 or 6.1% dependent veteran recipients

received the maximum Basic Grant award of $1,400.

u



CEPENOENT VE TWA RECIPIENTS

48,924

TABLE 4 F
DISTR [BUT ION OF BASIC GRANT AEC IP IENTS BY FAMILY INURE AND GRANT LEVEL

ACADEMIC YEAR 19/1.11

GRANT LEVEL......, ...

FANILi tA.,;'3 '; RANGE 1 0

399
$ 400

199

1 800

919
11,000

1,199
11,200 ..

11399 111400 TOTAL
0 . WOO

HUMBER OF AEC IP IENT S 1,130 41668 4030 3e 022 1013 1,034 16,491PERCENT OF RECI PIENTS ( 10.411 1 204211 I 21.411 I 18.311 I 91111 1 64211 1100.011
3.031 - 6, 000

NOM Of REC IP IENTS 1465 3,221 3, 215 2432 1,129 152 111574
PERCENT OF RECIPIENIS i 10.011 1 21411 1 28.211

J I 11.511 I 9.111 1 6.411 1100.011
to 001 ..- 1, 000

.

NUMBER OF AEC IP IENTS 991 111661 2o 519 1,650 105 521 9,147PERCENT Of RECIPIENTS
1 10.811 1 29.011 I 214511 ( thou t 5.811 I 5.611 1100.011

91001 - 121000

NUMBER OF RIC IP I ENT S 106 1,111 11613 11115 511 318 61254PERCENT OF RECI PI ENTS 1 11.211 I 29.911 I 25.111 1 11.811 ( 9411 I 6.011 1100.011
121001 15,000

NURSER OF AEC IPIENTS
310 1045 908 614 292 19 3o 423

PERCENT 1 RECIPIENTS 1 10.011 1 30411 1 26,511 1 17.911 1 8.511 I 5.6I IWO AO
151001 4

OBER Of AEC IPIENTS 254 592 501 360 119 ., 111 20029
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS I 12.511 I 29, 111 I 24.911 I 18.111 I 8.111 1 5.11) I 100.011

TOTAL

NURBER OF AEC IP I ENT S 5,216 141058 13,352 81813 41489 2,996 ' 48,924PERCENT OF RECIPIENIS
1 10.611 I 28.111 1 21.211 I 18.011 I 96111 I 6.111 11001011

.................................~........................................................6....................................

4i

42
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Table 4G Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Family ;

Income and Grant Level

Table 4G is a distribution of total independent veteran recipients by

Family Income and Grant Level. Total independent veteran recipients

constituted 3.3% of the total Basic Grant recipient population.

An analysis of Table 4G indicates that 43,355 or 71.4% independent

veterans reported family incomes of 6,000 or less. Of this figure,

31,947 or 52.6% of independent veteran recipients received Basic Grant

awards ranging from $400 to $1,199.

AnotherPertinent statistic is that 30,025 or 49.4% independent vet-

erans received Basic Grant awards of $799 or less; 27,810 or 45.6%

received awards ranging from $800 to $1,399, while 2,895 or 4.7% re-

ceived the maximum Basic Grant award of $1,400.



INDEPENDENT VETERAN RECIPIENTS

60)130

TABLE 4 0
DISTRIBUTION Of BASIC GRANT RECIPIENTS BY FAIIILY INCOME AND GRANT LEVEL

ACAOENIC YEAR 1911'08

GRANT LEVEL

FAMILY INCOME RWIGE 1 0

399
$ 400

799

$ 800 -
999

110000

11199

01200
1,399 11000 TOTAL

0 . 31000 I

,

NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 4,268 8,585 6,639 4026 1,332 1,241 26.111PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS I 16.411 1 3240 I 25.40 I 15.40 I 5411 I 4.111 1100.011

3001 ... 1,000

MITER OF RECIPIENTS 2,820 5,633 4062 2,102 906 821 11,244PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS I 1640 I 32.60 ( 25.211 I 15.611 ( 5211 I 4.1%1 1100.C11

61001 ^' 9000
.

NOWA OF RECIPIENTS 11139 3,381 21533 10513 520 501 10,241PERCENT Cf RECIPIENTS I 16.911 I 32.911 I 24.111 I 156311 I 50111 I 4811 1100.011

9001 - 121000

NUN8ER OF RECIPIENTS 166 1019 1,018 120 202 194 41319PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS
4 11.411 1 32.411 ( 24.611 I 16011 I 4411 1 4.411 000.011

12001 - 150000

NUNOER OF RECIPIENTS 298 580 431 294 84 88 1,115PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS I 16.111 I 32.60 I 24.211 I 16.511 I 4.711 I MCI 1100411

15/001

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 189 321 236 135 31 , , 50 914PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS I 19.40 I 33.511 I 24.211 1 13.80 I 3.111 I i5,111 1100.011

TOTAL

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 101100 191125 151219 91450 31081 21895 601130PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS I 16.60 ( 32,81I ( 25.111 I 15.50 I 540 I 4.111 ' 1100311

44
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Table SA Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Educational .

Cost Range and Grant Level

Table SA is a distribution of all Basic Grant recipients by Educational

Cost Range and Grant Level. It should be noted that the educational

cost ranges are in $300 increments after the first eduCational cost

range of $1,500 or less.

Table SA indicates that 1,248,970 or 67.7% of all Basic Grant recipients

attended postsecondary institutions where the educational costs ranged

from $1,501 to $2,700. Also, 76,043 or 4.1% of all Basic Grant recipi-

ents attended postsecondary institutions where the educational costs

were $1,500 or less. These recipients received Basic Grant assistance

of less than $799.

Table SA also shows that 300,746 or 16.3% of all Basic Grant recipients

attended postsecondary institutions where the educational costs ranged

from $2,701 to $3,600. Also 1 'i,321 or 11.9% of all Basic Grant recip-

ients attended postsecondary institutions where the educational costs

were $3,601 or more.



PIM TOTAL

Ir046,

TABLE 5 A

DISTRIBUTION Of BASIC GRANT RECIPIENTS BY EDUCATIONAL COST RANGE AND GRANT LEVEL

ALADENK YEAR 191118

GRANT LEVEL

EDUCATIoNAL COST

RANGE

1 0

399

1100

199

1800

999

111000

1499
/11200 ..

11399 111400 TOTAL---
0 1,500

NU4BEii OF RECIPIERS 221990 531053 0 0 o 0 161043
PERCENT Of RECIPIENTS I HMI 1 69.81 I 0,011 I 0.011 1 0011 I 0.011 1100.011

1/501 WOO

OBER OP RECIPIENTS 361565 104/678 1391493 0 0 0 2000 136 ,

PERC EN! Of RECI PI ENTS I 134011 1 31.211 I 49.611 1 0.C81 I 0.011 I 0.011 110040

6801 .. 21100

TIMBER OF RECIPIENTS 490116 1221512 203,321 611855 0 0 442,064
PERCENI OF RECIPIENTS I 11411 I 21.611 I 45.911 I 151311 1 0.011 I LOU 1100.011.

2401 2,400
,

' tiViBER OF RECIPIENTS 36;926 891251 38429 194.311 40122 0 363/039
SCEN1 Of RECIPIINTS
---........

1 10.111 I 24.511 I 10.511 I 53.51/ I 1411 I 0.011 1100.011
,...

2,401 21100

OBER Of RECIPIENTS 141454 31, BOB 161959 15,042 111068 0 1621331
PERCEN1 Of RECIPIENTS I 6.98) 1 23.211 I 10.481 I 9.281 I 41.011 I 0.011 1100.011

2701 ..' 31000

HABER Of RECIPIENTS 161410 191671 161598 11,532 300368 440602 1651 181
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS I 9.911 1 24,011 I 10.011 I 10411 I 18.311 I 21411 1100.011

3,00 1 31300
,

i

111114ER Of RECIPIENTS 11513 181169 61046 81412 . 91120 221682 141122
PERCENT Of RECIPIENTS I 10.211 I 24.511 I 10.911 1 11.411 1 12.311 I 30:611 1100441

31301 31600

,

WIER OF RECIPIENTS 61292 141512 61580 61949 11214 191110 . 611431
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS I 10.211 1 23.111 I 10.111 I 11011 I 11.811 1 32411 1100441

31600

NUMBER Of RECIPIENTS 26,824 56/256 25,255 25181C 301514 551542 2201321
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS I 12411 I 25.511 1 11.411 I 11.111 1 13411 1 25.211 1100.111

TOTAL

MIER Of RECIPIENTS 2111210 5351996 454/ 121 336 IC31 1591526 1421596 118461080
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 1 11.711 1 29.011 I 24.611 I 18.31 I 8411 1 11111 I100.011

48



Page 21

Table 53 Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Educational
Cost Range and Grant Level

Table 5B is a distribution of all dependent Basic Grant recipients by

Educational Cost Range and Grant Level. It should be noted that the

educational cost ranges are in $300 increments after the first educa-

tional cost range of $1,500 or less.

Table 5B indicates that 747,-813 or 65.8% of all dependent Basic Grant

recipients attendel postsecondary institutions where the educational

costs ranged from $1,501 to $2,700. Also, 32,265 or 2.8% of all depen-

dent Basic Grant recipients attended postsecondary institutions where

the educational costs were $1,500 or less. These received Basic Grant

assistance of less than $799.

Table 5B also shows that 195,344 or 17.2% of all dependent Basic Grant

recipients attended postsecondary institutions where the educational

costs ranged from $2,701 to $3,600. Also 160,525 or 14.1% of all

dependent Basic Grant recipients attended postsecondary institutions

where the educational costs were $3,601 or more.



CEPENDENT RECIPIENTS

111)51941

TABLE 5 6
ograiounoN OF OASII GRANT RECIPIENTS 111 EOUCATIGNAL COST RANGE ANO (RANT LEVEL

ACADEMIC YEAR 191116

GRANT LEVEL

EDUCA1101101. COST

RANGE

$ 0

399

1400

199

1800

999
11400
1,199

111200

1,399 111400 101AL

0 WOO

TIMBER OF RECIPIENTS 81088 241111 o o o o 32 t 265PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS ( 251011 I 14.9%I I Mt lk Mil I 0.011 I 01011 11006011

6501 6800

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 16442 560641 91423 o 0 0 1646506PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS I 10.211 I 346.411 ( 5563%1 I 06011 I 06011 I 06011 1106011
11801 2/100

wow OF RECIPIENTS 251393 61456 1181619 411261 0 0 251,189PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS I 106011 I 264111 I 4641 I 1662%1 ( 00011 I 0.011 1100.011
2,101 2/400

OBER OF RECIPIENTS 22.552 561186 25,505 111452 2,633 0 224,028PERCENT Of RECIPIENTS I 10.011 ( 256011 I 11.311 I 52411 1 1411 I 0.011 1100.011

2.401 21100

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 91383 251094 11.122 10,149 500342 0 1061090PERCENT El RECIPIENIS I 8411 ( 236611 I 06411 I MU 1 416411 I 0.011 1100.011
2001 MOO

WIER OF RECIPIENTS 10,810 21/141 1.. ,,',, ' 11,111 23,029 260424 (10,561PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS I 96811 I 24,511 1 106,41 ( 10.51) I 20011 I 23.011 11004011
31001 3400

NJNBER OF RECIPIENTS 41314 10,590 51019 51069 61448 12,440 i41000PERCEN1 OF RECIPIENTS I 9411 I 24.011 I 11.511 ( 11651) I 146611 I 18.211 1100461
3001 31600

,

NUMBER OF RECIPIENIS 41118 9104 4,569 4,620 51802 111980 40,783PERCENI OF RECIPIENTS I 106211 I 23.611 I 11.711 ( 11.31I ( 14621) I 296311 (100011

,
31601f

, .
TOMER OF RECIPIENTS 19,661 46519 19,069 191113 26,021 351016 '1101525PERCEN1 OF RECIPIENTS I 12.211 I 25691/ I 11411 I 11601 I 16.211 ( 21.811 11006081

TOT lt

TAMER OF RECIPIENTS 121,341 318496 266,426 209,081 114,281 15020 11135,941PERCENT OF RECIPIDITS I 106611 I 28.011) I 25.211 1 HAI 1 10.011 ( 1.511 1 11006061

50
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Table 5C Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Educationil
Cost Range and Grant Level

Table 5C is a distribution of all independent Basic Grant recipients

by Educational Cost Range and Grant Level. It should be noted that

the educational cost ranges are in $300 increments after the first

educational cost range of $1,500 or less.

Table 5C indicates that 501,157 or 70.6% of all independent Basic

Grant recipients attended postsecondary institutions where the educa-

tional costs ranged from $1,501 to $2,700. Also, 43,778 or 6.2% of

all independent Basic Grant recipients attended postsecondary insti-

tutions where the educational costs were $1,500 or less. These

recipients received Basic Grant assistance of less than $799.

Table SC also shows that 105,402 or 14.87. of all independent Basic

Grant recipients attended postsecondary institutions where the edu-

cational costs ranged from $2,701 to $3,600. Also 59,796 or 8.4% of

all independent Basic Grant recipients attended postsecondary insti-

tutions where the educational costs were $3,601 or more.

52



INDEPENDENT RECIPliNTS

114133

TABLE 5 C

DISTRIBUTION OF BASIC GRANT RECIPIENTS BY EDUCATIONAL COST RANGE ANC IRANI LEVEL

ACADEMIC YEAR 1911-10

GRANT LEVEL

EDUCATIONN. COST

RANGE

1 0

399

1400

199

1600

999

111000

1,199

$1,200 --

11399 118400 TOTAL

0 18500
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148902

I 34.011
208016

1 654911
0

1 0.0E1

0

I GOV
0

I 0011
0

I 0.011
438118

1100.011

18501- 18000 ,

NOW OF RECIPIENTS 196123 40031 40,410 0 0 0 1161230
PERCENT OF RECIPIBITS I 16.911 I 41.311 I 41.711 I 0.011 I 0.011 I 0.011 1100.011

11001 28100

WIER OF RECIPIENTS 238103 54,656 140642 261 594 0 119,615
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS I 12.511 ( 28.811 ( 44.611 1 14.011 1 0.04 i'. 0.011 1100.0%1

21101 . 28400 ls
RIMBER OF RECIPIENTS 14,314 338 065 12 6924 118159 18409 0 1391011
PERCENT If RECIPIENTS 1 10.311 1 23,111 1 9.211 I 55.5I1 I 1.031 I 0.0%1 1100031

WO 1 21100

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 58011 121114 5,131 41093 210126 0 568241.
PERCENT tf RECIPIENTS I 9.011 I 22.611 I 10.311 1 LW I 49.231 I 0.011 1100.011

21101 .. 38000

TOMER OF RECIPIENTS 51540 12,536 5,210 5,815 18339 , 04118 541426
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS I 10.131 I 22.911 I 9.511 I 10.611 I 13.4%1 1 33.211 1100.011

3001 38300
,

MINER OF RECIPIENTS 38 199 11 599 31001 38403 21672 101242 301122
PERCENT Of RECIPIENTS 1 10.611 1 25.211 I 9.911 I 11.211 I 0131 1 34.011 1100.011

31301 MOO ,

OBER Of RECIPIENTS 28114 4038 2 011 28329 18412 11190 208 654
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS I 10.211 1 23.9%1 ( MO I 11.211 I WI 1 /LIU (loom,

Malt
x,

NINBER OF RECIPIENTS 18163 141617 Web 5, 151 4,541 201466 598196
PERCENT Of RECIPIENTS 1 11.9%1 I 24.5%1 I 10.311 ( Ilt.311 I 1.611 1 34.211 1100.011

TOT IL

WIER OF RECIPIENTS 951069 211.09T1 1,18295 1268950 450245 56,616 1108131
PERCENT OF RECIPIINTS I 13.311 I 30.531 I 23.611 1 11.611 I 6311 I 1.911 1100.011
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Table 6A Distribution of Basic Grant Reci7,4gmts by Student
Eligibility Index Range and Grant Level

Table 6A is a distribution of total Basic Grant recipients by Student

Eligibility Index Range and Grant Level. The grant levels show ranges

of awards up to and including the maximum award of $1,400. The student

eligibility indices are distributed in 200 point ranges except for the

first category which indicates the number of recipients who received

zero student eligibility indices.

Table 6A indicates that 925,017 or 50.1% of the total recipient popula-

tion had student eligibility indices of zero, with 69.3% of those re-

cipients with zero student eligibility indices receiving Basic Grant

awards ranging from $400 to $1,199. In addition, 142,596 recipients,

which constituted 7.7% of the total recipient population, received the

maximum grant of $1,400.

Furthermore, 401,330 recipients or 21.7% had student eligibility indices

ranging from 1 to 400 and received Basic Grant awards of $1,399 or less.

Also, 417,372 recipients, which constituted 22.6% of the total recipient

population, had student eligibility indices ranging from 401 to 1,000, and

they received awards of $999 or less. There were 102,361 or 5.5% of the

total number of recipients who had eligibility indices of 1,001 to 1,200.

These recipients received awards of $799 or less.
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TABLE 6 A

DISTRIBUTION OF BASIC GRANT RECIPIENTS BY STUDENT ELIGIIILIIY IROEX RANGE AND GRANT LEVEL

ACADEMIC YEAR 1911111

GRANT LEVEL

STUDINI EL IGIBILIIT

INOEX RANGE

$ 0

399

$4 00 ...

199

$000 .-

99 9

$11000 -

10 199

II ;200

1 .399 111400

uiir

TOIAL

0

NUMBER OF RECIPIENIS 55,612 2 07.112 2431668 192.228 03/141 142 159 6 5251011

PERCENT' OF RECIPIENTS I 6.011 1 21.311 1 26.311 I 20.1/1 I 9.011 I 15.411 1100.011

I- 200

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 6024 401914 584115 51,202 15.185 0 240,924

PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS I 3.611 I 16.911 1 24411 1 23.111 I 31.411 1 0.011 1100.011

1

201 400

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 61055 28/088 , 30,142 16,521 0 0 160,406

PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS I 4.211 1 10.011 I 23.111 I 53.911 ( 0041 I 0.011 1100.011

401 600

NJMBER OF RECIPIENTS 6032 29,183 114.192 0 0 0 1501001

PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 4 4.511 I 19.311 1 16.111 I 0.011 1 0411 1 0.011 1100.011

601 BOO

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 161418 [251024 4 0 0 0 141,448

PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS i 11.611 I 00.311 1.011 I 0.011 I 0.011 1 0.011 1100.011

001 - 1000
, ,

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 20.251 104,166 0 0 0 . 0 125.111
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 1 16.111 I 03411 I 0.011 I 0.011 I 0.011 e 0.011 11C0.011

1001 1200

TUBER OF RECIPIENTS 102/358 3 0 0 0 0 102061
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS i 99.911 I 0.011 I 0.011 I 0.011 1 0.011 i 0.011 1100.011

,

NJWIER OF RECIPIENTS 217/210 5351996 454,121 336,031 159/526 1420596 11046480
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 11.111 I 29.011 I 24.611 I 18.211 I 8.611 1 7,75) 1100.011
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Table 63
Distribution of Basic Grant

Recipients by StudentEligibility Index Range and Grant Level

Table 6B is identical to table 6A with the
exception that this tablewas produced for dependent

recipients only. Table 613 indicates that465,821 dependent recipients, or 41% of the
total number of dependentrecipients, had eligibility

indices of zero. Of those dependent re-cipients with zero eligibility
indices, 313,185 dependent recipientaor 67.1%

received Basic Grant awards
ranging from $400 to $1,199,while 85,920 dependent recipients or 18.4% received the maximumaward of $1,400.

In addition,
302,664 dependents or 26.6% had student eligibility in-dices ranging from 1 to 400. Also, 294,220 or 25.9% of the dependentrecipients had
eligibility indices ranging from 401 to 1,000, and73,242 or 6.4% had

eligibility indices ranging from 1,001 to 1,200.

As Table 6B shows, 440,239 dependent recipients received awards of$799 or less. These recipients comprised 38.6% of the total dependentrecipient population. In addition,
609,788 or 53.6% of the dependentrecipients received awards ranging from $800 to $1,399, and 85,920 or7.57. of the dependent recipient population received the maximum awardof $1,400.
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TAKE 6 8
DISTRIBUTION OF BASIC GRANT RECIPIENIS B STUDENT ELIGIBILITY MU RANGE AND GRANT LEVEL

ACADEMIC YEAR 191118

GRANT LEVEL

SINEW' EL IGIBIL 11Y

IN)EX RANGE

$ 0
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111000
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0
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NUMBER (IF RECIPIENTS 51313 218614 451158 45.211 641990 0 1900006
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS I 2.8BI I 08011 1 24.011 I 23.811 I 34.211 I 0.011 I1GO.G11

201 400
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101 1000

NUNIER OF RECIPIENTS 100141 198221 0 0 0 ', 0 191914
PERCENT oF RECIPIDIT$ i 11.911 I 18.01I I 0.011 I 0.011 1 08011 I 08011 11E08011

1001 i2(10

$(1/18EP OF RECIPIENTS 131242 0 0 0 0 0 . 13,242
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS (100.011 I 08011 I 0.011 I MU I 04011 I 0011 1100411

' 101AL

i,

NJNIER OF faCiPIENTS 1211341 3114 891 2861426 209011 1140281 0020 11135041 ,
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS I 10.611 I 29.01/ I 25.211 I 10. 411 1 11011 I 1.531 1100.011
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Table 6C
Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by StudentEligibility index Range and Grant Level

Table 6C was produced for independent recipients who are dtstributed
by Student Eligibiltiy Index Range and Grant Level.

This Table shows that 459,196 or 64.7% of independent
recipients had

student eligibiltiy indices of zero. Of these independent recipients
vith zero student

eligibiltiy indices, 364,273 or 79.2X received
grants ranging from $400 to $1,399, with 56,676 or 12.3% receiving
the maximum grant.

Furthermore, 98,666 or 13.9% of the independent recipients had eligi-
bility indices ranging from 1 to 400; 123,152 or 17.3% had eligibility
indices ranging fram 401 to 1000; and 29,119 or 4.1%, had student eligi-
bility indices ranging from 1001 to 1200.
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ST DOENT EL 1010111W
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9, 504 251619
1 21.0%1 I 12.911 0.0%1
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Table 7A
Distribution of Basic GranL:

Recipients by Student'Eligibility Index Range and Type of Institut:Ion'

Table 7A shows the
distribution of Basic Grant

recipients by StudentEligibility Index and Type of
Institution. The categories of institu-tions presented in this table are identical to those reported on theInstitutional Progress Report.

Of the 1,846,080 Basic Grant
recipients, 793,628 attended universitiesand 623,754 attended two-year
institutions. The Basic Grant recipientsenrolled at these twn types of
institutions accounted for over 75% ofall recipients.

As Table 7A shows, 359,612 or approximately
45% of the Basic Grantrecipients enrolled in

universities had student
eligibility indicesof zero. Another 111,644 or 14.1% of the recipients

enrolled in uni-versities hat.
1t eliglbility

indices in the 1 to 200 range. Incomparison, 356,7P( or approximately
57% of the

recipients enrolledin two-year
institutions had student

eligibility indices of zero and72,451 Or
approximately 12% bad student eligibility indices in the1 to 200 range.
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Table 7B Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Student,
Eligibility Index Range and Type of Institution

Table 7B indic,tes the distribution of dependent Basic.Grant recipients

by Student Eligibility Index Range and Type of Institution.

Dependent Basic Grant recipients :Mow the same trends in enrollment and

student eligibility index as the total recipient population. As indi-

cated by the table, 536,455 or approximately 47% were enrolled in uni-

versities and 326,624 or almost 29% were enrolled in two-year institutions,

thus accounting for approximately 76% of the dependent recipients.

Of the 536,455 dependent recipients enrolled in universities, 207,034

or 38.6% had student eligibility indices of zero and 91,097 or 177 had

student eligibility indices in the 1 to 200 range. This same trend is

shown in two-year institutions, with 152,825 or 46.8% of the 326,624

dependent recipients having student eligibility indices of zero and

53,708 or 16.4% with student eligibility indices in the 1 to 200 range.



TABLE 1 0

DISTRIBUTION OF BASIC GRANT RECIPIENTS BY STUDENT ELIGIBILITY INDEX RANGE ANC TYPE OF INSTITUTION
ACADEMIC YEAR li11111

CEPENOENT RECIPIENTS

141351 141 TYPE OF INSTITUTION

STUDENT EL IGIBILITY

INDEX RANI UNIVERSITIES

OTHER

4

YEARS

2

YEARS

1 YEAR BUT

LESS THAN

2 YEARS

6 ORS
BUT LM THAN

1 YEAR OTHER TOTAL

0

IIMBER OF RECIPIENTS 201, 034 19.894 1521825 91511 16,551 0 i65121,

1 200

WIER OF RECIPIENTS 94091 38, 351 53,108 21655 4,1 89 0 190,006

20 1 400

ILNIBER Of RECIPIENTS 550150 23,69 8 29051 20405 0 1121150

401 611,t

!UMBER OF RECIPIENTS 521 014 22, 919 111514 4321 1044 0 105 112

60 1 HD

NUMBER Of RECIPIENTS 481 144 22010 24,633 4114 11845 0 Sat 414

00 1 1000

8UMBER Of RECIPIENTS 441931 201 804 24689 Ian 11456 0 NI 914

100 1 1200

MR Of RECIPIENTS 3114 19 11,5n 161404 811 911 0 131242

TOTAL

WIER OF RECIPIENTS 53614 55 2251381. 3261624 let 126 291 361 0 1,1351541
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Table 7C
Ll.ictibution of Basic Grant Recipients by StudentEligibility Index RAnge and Type of Instituiion

- Table 7C shows
the distribution of indcpendent Basic Grant recipientsby Student

Eligibility Index and Type of 11-titution.

As indicated by Table 7C, 297,130 independent recip1ents we-,:e enrolled
in two-year

institutions, which accounted for 41.8% of the independent
recipients. In addition, 257,173 or approximately 36% of the indepen-dent recipients were enrolled in universities.

Altogether, these twotypes of .nsticutions accounted for over 78% of the
independent

recipients.

Of the 297,130
independent recipients enrolled in two-year institu-

tions, 204,161 or 68.7% had
student eligibility indices of zero. In

addition, 152,578 or more than 59% of the 257,173
independent recip-

ients in
universities had student eligibility indices of zero.



TABLE 1 C

DISIRIOUTION OF BASIC GRANT RECIPIENTS BY STUDENT
ELIGIBILITY INDEX RANGE ANO TYPE OF 1N511 1UTICN

ACADEMIC YEAR 1911-18
WiKMDENT RECIPIENIS

110433
TYPE OF INS1I1U1ION

STUDENT ELIGIBILITY

INDEX RANGE UNIVE4SITIES

OTHER

4

YEARS

2

YEARS

1 YEAR BUT

LESS THAN

2 YEARS

6 MONTHS

BUT LESS 1HAN

I YEAR OTHER TOTAL

0

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 152,510 561331 2041161 12,165 331353 0 459,196

I .. 200

MEP OF RECIPIENTS 20,541 6160 181143 11118 31290 0 501118

201 - 400

NUMBER OF RECIP:ENTS 19, /23 61811 17,103 11024 21481 0 41,148

401 600

IUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 0/901 6o 519 161693 068 11994 0 451035

601 800

OBER OF RECIPIENTS 17,650 6,139 161448 906 11831 0 421914

801 ... 1000

AMBER OF RECIPIENTS 14,891 10002 16151 601 11412 351143

1001 1200

NURBER OF RECIPIENTS 12,883 4/313 101231 560 6064 '. 0 291419

101 AL

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 251,1 /3 920409 2911130 16996 451425 0 1101133
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Table 8A
Distribution of Basic Grant

Recipients and AlierageGrant by Type of
Inbtitution ard Gravy: Level

Table 8A indicates the
distribution of Blsic Grant

recipients and
average,grant by Type of

Institution and Grant Level.

As indicated by Table 8A, 793,628 or approximately 43% of the BasicGrant recipients enrolled in
universities. Some 203,430 or 25.6% ofthese recipients received grants in the $1,000 to $1,199 range andanother 196,826 or 24.8% received grants in the $800 to $999 range.An additIonal 186,353 or 23.5% of the recipients

enrolled in univer-sities received
grants rang:rs from $400 to $799.

Grants rangingfrom $400 to $1,199 were received by 73.9% of these recipients. Theaverac.). grant at universities was $900.

However, the trends for the 623,754 or 33.8% of the recipients enrolledat two-year
institutions were somewhat

different. Some 238,542 or 38.2%received grants in the $400 to $799 range. Also, 197,283 or 31.6% re-ceived grants in the $800 to $999 range and 96,137 or 15.4% receivedgrants of $399 or less.
Therefore, 85.3% of the Basic Grant recipientswho attended two-year institutions received grants of $999 or less.The average grant at two-year institutions was $747.

Of the 1,846,080 recipients, 535,996 or 29% received grants ranging from$400 to $799, 454,721 or 24.6% received
grants ranging from $800 to $999and another 336,031 or 18.2% received grants in the $1,000 to $1,199range.

Approximately 72% of the recipients received grants ranging from$.400 to $1,199.

73
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AVERAGE GRANT BY TYPE OF
INSTITUTION AND GRANT CEVELACADEMIC YEAR 191118
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11646,080

GRANT LEVEL

$ - $400
1800 - $11000
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AVERAGE GRANT
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$11200
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AVERAGE GRANT
311206
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0 0 0
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Table 88 Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients and AverageGrant by Type of Institution and Grant Level

Table 88 shows the distribution of dependent Basic Grant recipients and
average grant by Type of Institution and Grant Level.

As Table 83 indicates, 536,455 or approximately 47% of the dependent

recipients enrolled in universities. Over 73% of those dependent re-
cipients enrolled in universities received grants ranging fram $400 to

$1,199, with 27,767 or 23.8% in the $400 to $799 range. There were
140,058 or 26.1% in the $800 to $999 range, and another 128,409 or

23.9% received grants in the $1,000 to $1,199 range. The average

grant for dependent recipients enrolled in universities was $898.

As shown in Table 88, of the 326,624
dependent recipients enrolled in

two-year institutions, 122,261 received grants ranging from $400 to

$799 and another 107,817 received grants ranging from $800 to $999.

The average grant at two-year institutions for dependent recipients
was $766.

Moreover, of the 1,135,947 dependent recipients, 318,898 received grants
in the $400 to $799 range. Another 286,426 received grants in the $800
to $999 range and an additional 209,081 received grants ranging from
$1,000 to $1,199.

Approximately 72% of the dependent recipients received

grants ranging from $400 to $1,199.
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111351%7
GRANT LEVEL

TYPE CF INSTITUTION
$ 0

399
$400 -
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1800 - $1,000
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-
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11 e200 -

1.399 $11400 TOTAL
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$890

OTHER 4 YEAR
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,........2 YEAR
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0
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Table 8C
Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients and AverageGrant by Type of Institoo, and Grant Level

Table 8C shows the distribution of iadependent Basic Grant recipients
and average grant by Type of Institution and Grant Level.

As indicated by Table 8C, 297,130 of the
independent recipients were

enrolled in two-year institutions. Of these independent recipients,
116,281 received grants ranging from $400 to $799 and 89,466 received
grants ranging from $800 to $999. The average grant at two-year

institutions for independent recipients was $726.

Another 257,173 independent recipients were enrolled in universities,
with an average grant of $904. Of these independent recipients, 58,586
received grants ranging from $400 to $799, 56,768 received grants in
the $800 to $999 range and another 75,021 received grants ranging from
$1,000 to $1,199.

7zi
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DIS1RIBOT1O4 Of BASIC GRANT RECIPIENTS AND AVERAGE GRANT BY TYPE EF INSTITUTION ANO GRANT LEVEL

ACADEMIC VEAR 1977-18
INDEPENDENT RECIPIENTS

/101133
GRANT LEVEL

TYPE OF INSTITUTION
$ 0

399

$400
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A.,.
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6 MONTHS BUT LESS THAN 1 YR
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. 1819.

OTHER

NURBER OF RECIPIENTS
0 0 0 0 0 0 0AVERAGE GRAN!

10

' TOTAL

1.
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TaKe eA
Distribution of Basic Grant

Recipients by StudentEligibility Index Range and Educational Cost Range

Table 9A shows the
distribution of Basic Grant recipieucs by StudentEligibility Index Range and Educational Cost Range.

A total of 925,017 Basic Grant
recipients had student eligibility indicesof zero, which accounted for

approximately 50% of the recipient population.Of these
recipients, 231,118 or 24.9% attended institutions with educa-tional costs of $1,801

to $2,100.
Another 164,0.10 or 17.7% enrolled ininstitutions with educational costs ranging from $2,101 to $2,400, and anadditional 161 ?49 or 17.4% attended
institutions with educational costsranging from $1,501 to $1,800.

Therefore, 60% of the
recipients withzero student

eli&Sbility indices enrolled in institutions with educationalcosts ranging from $1,501 to $2,400.

Table 9A also shows that 442,864 or 23.9% of the total Basic Grant recipi-ents were enrolled in
institutions with educational costs ranging from$1,801 to $2,10C. In addition, 58.7% of the total recipients enrolled ininstitutions with educational costs ranging from $1,501 to $2,400. However,220,321 or 11.9% of the recipients

were enrolled
in institutions with edu-cational costs of more than $3,600. It is interesting to note that, of the442,864 recipients enrolled in institutions with educational costs rangingfrom $1,801 to $2,100, 231,118 or

approximately 52% had student eligibilityindices of zero.
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Table 9B Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Student.
Eligibility Index Range and Educational Cost Range

Table 9B indicates the distribution of dependent Basic Grant recipients

by Student Eligibility /ndex Range and Educational Cost Range.

As shown in Table 9B, 465,821 or 41% of the dependent recipients had

student eligibility indices of zero. Of these dependent recipients,

107,607 or 23.1% were enrolled in institutions with educational costs

ranging from $1,801 to $2,100.

Also, 253,189 or 22.2% of all dependent recipients were enrolled in

institutiOns with educational costs ranging from $1,801 to $2,100.

Within this cost category, 107,607 or approximately 42% had student

eligibility indices of zero.
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Table 9C Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Student'Eligibility Index Range and Educational Cost; l'attge

Table 9C shows the distribution of independent Basic Grant recipients
by Student Eligibility Index Range and Educational Cost Range.

As Table 9C indicates, 459,196
independent recipients bad zero student

eligibility indices, of which 123,511 or 26.8% were enrolled in insti-
tutions with educational costs ranging from $1,801 to $2,100.

As shown in Table 9C, 189,675 or 26.7% of the
independent recipients

were enrolled in institutions with educational costs ranging frau $1,801
to $2,100. lbf this number, 123,511 or approximately 65% had zero student
eligi' licy indices, while only 7,524 or approximately 4% had student
eliiility indices in the 1,001 to 1,200 range.
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Table 10A Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Family'Income Range and Educational Cost Range

Table 10A indicates the distribution of Basic Grant recipients by FaLlly
Income Range and Educational Cost Range.

Table 10A shows that a total of 1,086,639 or approximately 59% of the
Basic Grant recipients had educational costs ranging from $1, 01 to
$2,400. Of that number, 280,736 or approximately 5% of all Basic

Grant recipients were enrolled in institutions with costs ranging from
$1,501 to $1,800. Another 442,864 or approximately 24% of all recip-
ients had costs in the $1,801 to $2,100 educational

costs range and
363,039 or approximately 20% of recipients enrolled in institutions
with costs ranging from $2,101 to $2,400.

By far the largest number of students in each of these three educa-
tional cost ranges reported family incomes of $3,000 or less. As
shown in Table 10A, 107,433 or approximately 38% of the recipients
with educational costs ranging from $1,501 to $1,800 had family

incomes in the $0 to $3,000 range. In addition, 159,622 or approxi-

mately 36% of the recipients with educational costs in the $1,801 to
$2,100 range had family incomes ranging from $0 to $3,000. Also,
126,147 or approxiracely 35% of the recipients with educational costs
ranging from $2,101 to $2,400 had family incomes in the $0 to $3,000
range. Of the 1,846,080 total recipients, 1,110,346 or approximately
60% of the Basic Grant recipients had family incomeg of $6,000 or
less.
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Table 10B
Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Family'Income Range and Educational Cost Range

Table 10B shows the distribution of dependent Basic Grant recipients
by Family Income Range and Educational Cost Range.

The data for
dependent Basic Grant recipients

indicates trends similarto the total
recipient population, with 253,189 or 22.3% enrolled in

institutions with educational costs in the $1,801 to $2,100 range,
224,028 or 19.7% with costs ranging from $2,101 to $2,400 and 164,506or 14.57. with educational costs in the $1,501 to $1,800 range. This
means that 641,723

or approximately 56% of all dependent recipientswere enrolled in institutions
with educational costs ranging from

$1,501 to $2,400. Moreover, 621,737 or 54.7% of the dependent recipients had family incomes of $6,000 or less, and of that number,
137,152 or

approximately 22% were enrolled in institutions with
educational costs ranging from $1,801 to $2,100.
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Table 10C
Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by FamilyIncome Range and Educational Cost Range

Table 10C indicates the distribution of independent Basic Grant
recipients by Family Income Range and Educational Cost Range.

Independent recipients showed similar trends to the dependent
recipients

and the total recipient population, with 444,916 or 62.6% enrolled in
institutions with educational costs ranging from $1,501 to $2,400. Of
all independent

recipients, 116,230 or 16.4% had educational costs of .

$1,501 to $1,800,
another 189,675 or 26.7% had costs of $1,801 to $2,100

and 139,011 or 19.5% enrolled in institutions with educational costs
ranging from U,101 to $2,400.

As indicated by Table 10C, 488,609 or 68.7% of the independent recip-
ients had family incomes of $6,000 or less, and of that number, 131,208
or 26.9% enrolled in institutions with educational costs ranging from
$1,801.to $2,100.
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Table 11 Summary Statistics by Type of Control of Institution

Table 11 presents a summary of Total Expenditures, Total'Recipients
and Average Grant by Type and Control of Institution.

Of the three
institutional controls (Public, Private Non-Profit,

Private Profit-Making),
Public Institutions received the largest share

($1,064,620,953), approximately 68% of the total Basic Grant expendi-
tures. Private Profit-Making

Institutions received the smallest share
($140,926,725), approximately 9% of the total expenditures. Public
Institutions had 1,318,055 recipients in 1977-78 and Private Profit-
Making Institutions had 162,733 recipients.

Despite the fact that Public Institutions had the largest expenditures
and number of recipients, their average grant was $807. In comparison,
the average grant at Private

Non-Profit Institutions was $1,011 aad
the average grant at Private Profit-Making Institutions was $865. The
lowest average grant, $566, was at Public Institutions with Programs
of One Year but less than Two Years. The smallest number of recipients,
504, were enrolled in Private Non-Profit Institutions with Programs of
Six Months but less than One Year.

Again, it should be noted that the category "Other" has been included
in Table 11, although there are no entries in this category resulting
from improved methods of data editing in the computer processing of
Basic Grant records.



TABLE 11
BASIC GRANT EXPENDITURES, RECIPIENTS, AND AVERAGE
GRANT By TYPE AND CONTROL OF INSTITUTION 11977-78/

ACM/ERIC YFAR 1977-78
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Table 12
Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Siate.and Control of Institution

Table 12 shows the distribution of Basic Grant recipients by State and
Control of Institution.

As indicated by Table 12, only three states had more than 100,000 re-
cipients, these being New York with 206,451,

California with 181,290
and Texas with 102,834. The collective number of recipients in these
three states

represented 490,575 or 26.6% of the total number of Basic
Grant recipients. However, it should be noted that the category "All
Others," which includes Guam, Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands and the
U.S. Trust Territories had a recipient figure of 100,718.

In Public
Instittitions, six states had more than 50,000 recipients.

These six states, California, New York, Texas, Illinois, Florida and
Michigan had a collective total of 529,850 recipients or 40.2% of the
entire recipient population for Public Institutions.

Table 12 also' indicates that in Private Non-Profit Institutions nine
states; California, Illinois, Massachusetts, New York, North Carolina,
Ohio, Pennsylvania, Tennessee and Texas had a recipient figure exceeding
10,000. These nine states accounted for 166,497 or 45.6% of the recip-
ient figure for Private Non-Profit

Institutions.

Recipients in Private Profit-Making
Institutions accounted for 162,733

or 8.8% of the total recipient population. Of these 162,733 recipients
in Private Profit-Making Institutions, 57,017 or 35% were enrolled in
institutions located in California, New York and Pennsylvania.
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Table 13
Distribution of Basic Grant

Expenditures by Stateand Control of Institution

Table 13 shows the
distribution of Basic Grant

Expenditures by Stateand Control of Institution.

As indicated in Table 13, total expenditures for Public Institutionswere $1,064,620,953
or 67.6% of the total

expenditures for the BasicEducational Opportunity Grant Program. In addition, total expendituresfor Private Non-Profit Institutions were $369,452,208
or 23.5% of thetotal expenditures, while total

expenditures for Private Profit-MakingInstitutions were $140,926,725
or 8.9% of the total

expenditures forthe Basic Grant Program.
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DISTRIBUTION Of BASIC GRANT EXPENDITURES

BY STATE AND CONTROL OF INSTITUTION
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